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For six months, we hava been
investigating the stg'ra_nge' rela-
tionship between; "President
Nixon and the shah of Iran.
There have heen whispers, all
vehemently denied, that the
shah funneled mouey into the
Nixon campaign ‘by way of "/Iex,-'
ico.

Quri mqumes, mcludmv over-
seas calls to Teheran, Geneva,
Bonn, Mexico City and other far-
;away places, have got the Iram»

: ansmadhher.: et T

Suddenly, we founcl Iraman

- officials- were expecting. our

calls, before we made them.
Then the distinguished and de-
cént former-Secretary of State,
William Rogers,. telephoa.ed us
inthe shah’s behalf,

He cautioned us Xindly that
we were chasing wild rumors.
He called back twice, with more
categorical denials. Then his
Yaw firm followed up with a tele-
gram to United Feature, which
distributes ourcolumn. -

The story we were investigat-
ing was “implausible and.to-
tally baseless. . .” thetelegram

charged, “We strongly urge that

thisstorynotbe published.”

We can hardly resist publish-
ing a story that the shah is so
znxious to suppress. It all
staried six months ago when 2
former high Iranian official
eams to us with the allegation

’chat the shah had routea hun-

dreds of thousands of dollars to|

the Nixon campaign,

The source admitted he had
furned against the shah, His in-
formation, therefors, must be
regarded with skepticisrm The
Iranian embassy flatly deried

the story; the White House de-

nied, it; Bill Rogers denisd it,
‘[And we certainly can’t prove it

But we have uncovered some

curious circumstances that are
worth relating. First, we con-
tacted another prominent Ira-
nian who, quite independently,
told us the same story., The
money had heenrouted, hesaid
through Mexico. But he too, ad-
mitted ha was opposed to the
shah. -
Then we Ieamed from Sw1ss
banking sources fhat the shah
had transferred more than 31
million from his personal, num-
bered aceounts in the Schweiz-
erisehe Bank Gesellschaittothe
Banco de Londres Y Mexico in
Mexico City.

Italsostruck usasan mtei'ast-
ing coincidence .that other
Nixon campaign money had
beealaundered through a Mexi-
can bank, When the FBI began
to check into this, it seemead to
upset the White House more
than any other phase of the
Watergate investigation.

The President’s - two most
trusted aides, 4. R. Haldeman

~

and Joun Ehrlichman, tried to

1se the C'entrai Intelligence

‘Agency {o head off the FBL CIA}
director Richard Helms and his

depuly, Lt Gen. Vernon Wal-

‘ters, were summoned to the
White House. They were ‘in-.
structed to inform the FBI that

the Mexican probe was interfer-
ing with the CIA’s operations.

- Mot long afterwards, Helms
was suddenly named ambassa-
dor to Iran, Yet his predecessor
in Teheran, Joseph Farland,
had scarcely settled down in the
job..- Clearly, the ‘President
wasw't * displeased ‘with- Far-

land’s ‘performance. For the

President tried to placate him
by offering him his choica of
four other ambassadorships.

- Although Farland refused to
speak-to ms for the record,
sources close o him told us he
was- “greatly amazed” and
“grief-strickep” at being re-
moved. He not only felf it mizht
be misinterpreted as a blot on

is career but he was beginning
to enjoy the new assignment.
His departure -was so “emo-
tional,”sald oursources, thathe
was moved to tears.

Why was the White House so
concerned about the ¥BI invas-
tigation of cash laundering in
Mexico City? In light of the
other Watergate revelations,
this would seem to be afairly in-
significant detail, And why did
Helms agres to tell the FBI that

the Mexican investigation could

detected no trace of Iranian
[money in their probe of the.

Fground which has yet to be re..

(that the shan’s

- -Footnote; As an other plece oi‘

jeopardizea CIA operation? .
We checked with Watergata
investigators whe said they had

Meaxican connection, Buk they
had picked up hints that some-
thing is still lurking in the back-

vealed, “It is all very mysteri~
ous,” said one Senate mveatlga-
tor.

None of tms proves, of course,, Tl
money ever
reached the Nixon campaizn
But the intriguing relationships
betweerz the President and tha
shah desewes cIo;er: examma.'
ton, -: -

the puzzle, the shah anuoaunced
last July 25 afier corferring
with the President at the Whlw
House that Iran had strock an
oil deal with Ashland Oil Ashe
land’s president, Orin Afkins,
has confessed that his firm ille-

gally contributed $100,000 in
corporate funds to the Nixon
campaign.,

Spokesmen for both the‘mnts
House and the oil company deny |
reports that the President per»
sonally put Atkins and the shah
togather at Blair House, whero
visiting digunitaries are quare
tered. The Ashland spok \eqman;
told my associate Joe Spear only J
that Atkins was in Washington!
during the shah’svisit. = -
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